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The Historic Meeting of Ambedkar 
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Introduction 

The meeting of Bhimarao Ramji Ambedkar 
(1891-1956), Mohammed Ali Jinnah (1876) and 
Erode Venkatappa Ramaswamy Naicker (1879- 
1973) (hereinafter mentioned Ambedkar, Jinnah 
and EVR) took place at Bombay on January 8, 
1940. It is not that they never meet each other 
eariler. EVR has met Ambedkar three times fon 
06—O4-40, 07-04-40 and 08-04-40, at Bombay, 
21-09-44 at Madras and on 03-12-1954 in 
Rangeon} and Jummahfort times fon 08-01-40 
at Bombay, twice at Madras and once at Delhi): 
and Jinnah four times (on 08-01-40 at Bombay, 
twice at Madras and once at Delhi); Ambedkar 
and Jinnah have met each other many times, as 
both were in Bombay. 

However, the meeting of three together 
appears to be very interesting, informative and 
crucial in the social, political and economic con- 
ditions of India during the material period. The 
political condition at that time was surcharged 
with natbonalist and other independent movements 
with the economy struggling hard after the Great 
depression of 1929. When people started to think 
about an Independent India, they found that they 
were faced with different social, economic and 
political problems. Not only, they were diserimi- 
nated with and divided on many factors, their 
leaders too confused with newly fermenting ide- 
ologies, While the educated elite was just trying 
to understand the modern political concepts and 
their applicability to Indian context, common 
people were subjected to various socio-economic- 
Political processes. 

When the question, “Who should mule In- 
dia alter the British?” arose, they were divided 
on the basis of ideologies, put forward by the 
reespective leaders and supported their ideoloques 


and theoreticians. The ambitions of Indian po- 
litical leaders in such a power struggle clashed 
with the interests of common people. According 
to their perceived ideology, the leaders tried to 
mobilize masses on the basis of emotional and 
sensitive issues to achieve political goals. 
Obviouly, thus, writers and researchers have never 
touched upon the topic or dealt with in their writ- 
ings while dealing many issues and toples. There- 
fore, it is discussed in this paper. 
Background and Preliminary preparations for 
the Meeting 
The mon-Brahmin movements started in differ- 
ent parts of India in early 1920s, particularly, 
south have created impetus among certain non- 
Brahmin and Muslim leaders and ideologues to 
forge an alliance among them. The sucular.elite 
and educated jinnah started turning communal 
with the exigencies in Bombay. Ambedkar, though 
intiallly started working for the Mahars and other 
depressed classes, suddenly changed to support 
for Muslim cause, with all his progressive social, 
political and economic theories in 1930s. The 
justice Party, initially started for the welfare and 
interests of non-Brahmins, started tuming against 
Hindus, definitely with the ideology of EVR. 
Incidentally, most of the Justice party lead- 
ers resented his anti-Hindu tirade with his open 
support for Muslim cause. However, the contacts 
between the followers of EVR and Muslims in- 
creased considerably during 1930-40 . Jinnah ap- 
pointed Mohammed Ismail as the convenor of 
Muslim Leaque in Madras, when he took the lead- 
ership in 1936. In 1938 , the Madras District 
Muslim feito Mohammed Ismail | 
and others must have worked for the meeting of — 
EVR with Jinnah.In fact, EVR’s association with 
Muslim leaders goes back to 1920s. The third 
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@ which Islamic scholars and leaders like Maulana 
Mohammed Ali, Maulana Saukat Ali (known as 
Russaman were participated *, They all stayed in 
the house of EVR. While introducing Ali brothers 
to his mother and wife, EVR commented, “While 
the entire world ts with Gandhi, that Mahatma 
is in the pocket of Maulana Mohammed Ali". 
EVR and Ismail, though belonged to different 
ideologies worked together , discussed about poll- 
ics together as friends since 1920" . He used to 
all Miladi and Ramzan functions without fail. 

As Ambedkar was inBombay, arrangement 
must have been made to meet him also. A letter 
addressed to Gandhi by Jinnah proves the fact 
that the Day of Deliverance was a prelude for 
such a meeting He writes. It is true that many 
non-Congress Hindus expressed their sympathy 
with the deliverance Day in justice to our cause, 
so also the leaders of the Justice Party and 
Scheduled Castes, and Parsis who had suffered™ 

On Janary 1, 1940 he writes like this 
and on 9" he meets EVR along with others in- 
cluding Ambedkar. 

EVR made the demand for Dravidanadu in 
his presidential address at the 14° confederation 
of 5.LL.F. on December 1938. He met Sir 
Stafford cripps and put forward the demand of 
Dravidanad in 1939. The persons met Cripps in- 
cluded Sir Muthaiah Chettiar, N.S.Samiappa 
Mudaliar and W.P_A.Soundara Nadar®. Resolution 
was passed to that effect in 1940. Ironically, 
Muslim Leaque refused the Cripps offer in 1942. 
Support for Day of Deliverance by Ambedkar 
and EVR in 1939: 

Jinnah declared that the Mussalmans 
should observe Friday December 22, 1939 as Day 
of Deliverance to mark the cessation of Con- 
gress Governments, when the Congreess was 
popularizing the idea of Constituent Assemby 
all were looking forward to the resumption 
of talk eagerly between Nahru and himself at 
Bombay®. Ambedkar supported the Day of Deliv- 
erance at Bombay In a public meeting organized 
by the Muslim League in 1939. Sri Currimbhoy 
Ebrahim moved the resolution and Ambedkar 





seconded it on December 22 , 1939! The first 
news of the Day of Deliverance was that both 
Ambedkar and Jinnah met each other at a public 
meeting held at Pentiarghat and shaked their 
hands each other. 

EVE also extended his support. He called 
upon his party and as well as all Dravidians to 
celebrate December 22 "On a grand scale —— 
to rid the country of the menace of the *Con- 
gress”. As on January 1, 1940, Jinnah was writ- 
ing about the support of Many non-congress Hin- 
dus expressed their sympathy with the Deliver- 
ance Day in justice to their cause, so also the 
leaders of the Justice Party and Scheduled Castes, 
and the Parsis who had suffered, it is evident that 
he knew that he was meeting EVR and Ambedkar. 
Meeting of EVR, Ambedkar and Jinnah on 
January 8, 1940: 

The historic meeting of the three leaders 
took place at Bombay on January 8, 1940. The 
leaders must have either corresponded with each 
other directly or indirectly or their friends arranged 
such meeting as explained above.On Jauary 5th 
moming, EVR left for Bombay along with bad 
felicia tea ahs iud deeAbaoci tak the non — Brahmin 
citizens of Bombay: Justice T.A.V. Mathai P. 
Balasubramaniam - Editor of Sunday observer, the 
mouth piece of Justice Party, C.A.Annadurai, 
the General secretary of Justice Party and 
T.P.S.Ponnappan. C.Panjatcharam. He was sent 
off by Kumararaja Muthaiah Chettiar, General 
Kalifullah and others. 

On 06-01-40 by 10.00 a.m, he arrived at 
Dadar Station with his colleaques. He was given 
a reception and taken by a decorated coach fit- 
ted with two white horses! Evening , he met 
Ambedkar and latter took the farmer to his resi- 
dence. Both discussed on various social and po- 
litical issues from 9.00 to 10.30 p.m. 

On 07-01-40, Ambedkar arranged a meet 
in the Godhala Educational Institute and gave a 
dinner. 5.C.Joshi, M.L.C., Dr, R-R.Bhole, 
M.LA.D.GWWJADAY, M.L.A and others attended 
the function. Ambedkar introduced the quest to 
therm. 

On 08-01-40, they met Jannah at his rest- 
dence and discussed about the current situation 
of their activities from evening 5.30 te 
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8.30p.m.P, Balasubramaniam, T.A.V.Naathan, 
K.M. Balasubramaniam - Advocate were also 
present. They discussed about the working of 
anti-Congress parties. It is said that they had also 
discussed about- 
1. The possibility of creating a non-Brahmin op- 
position group within Congress. 
2. Urging Muslims, Scheduled Caste and non- 
Bhrahmins to leave Congress and join non-Con- 
gress parties. | 
3. Joint action by parties opposed to Congress. 
4. Anti-Hindi agitation. 
5, Embarrassing Congress and Congress leaders 
by all mean. 
6. Muslims, non-Brahmins and depressed classes 
working together. 
?. Demand of separate states for Mahars, Mus- 
lims and Dravidians. 
8. Representing to British Government accord- 
ingly. 

Accordingly, they agreed for the 
folluwing: 
1. Jinnah and Ambedkar would tour Tamil dis- 
tricts for a month in April or May 1940 and sup- 
port the demand for Dravidanded fas ene 
by A. Ponnambalam). 
2, EVR was again invited to visit Bombay. 
3. EVR and his followers support for the Muslim 
cause and work together. 
4. Ambedkar also would support the Muslim 
Cause, 
9. All would create more problems for Congress. 
6. Make representations to the British to that 
effect that power should not be vested with 
Congress alone. 

On ninth, Ambedkar arranged a special 


dinner at 9 p.m for EVR, which was attended by 


Jekal-the Reporter of Sentinel, Rao-the Chief 
Keporter of Times of India, Balsarar-journalist, 
P.N. Raj Bhoj, Muthaiah Mudaliar-former Minister 
of Madras, Chockaling fam-an advecate and son 
of the former and others. If was over by 11p.m. 
Though, the full contents of their discussions are 
not known, it is evident that their meeting has 
Plalyed a crucial role in the Indian politics. It may 
be noted that within three months, the resolu- 
tion for the demand of Pakistan was passed by 
Jinnah on March 25, 1940 at Lahore of 


AIML and within seven months Dravidastan by 
EVR on August, 1940 at Thiruvarur 

After the passing of Lahore resolution, the’ 
relationship between the Justice Party and Mus- 
lim League became more intimate. At a joint 
meeting of Justice Party and Muslim League at 
Madurai in March 1940, a prposal was made to 
seek the help of Jinnah for the creation of 
fect. In fact, both continued to have good rela- 
tions. 

EVR Meets Jinnah in 1941 at Madras 

The 28" Annual session of Muslim Leaque 
was held in Madras on April 11, 1941 at Peoples 
Park, Jannah came from Bombay to address the 
opening session and EVR duly graced the occa- 
sion by sitting on the dias along with other 
Dravidian and Muslim League colleagues. The 
Leader on the dias were -EVR,R. K. Shanmugam 
Chetty - Dewan or Cochin, K.V. Reddy, M.A., 
Muthiah Chettiar, C.R.Srinivasan- the editor of 
Swadesa Mitran, M.C.Rajah, N.Sivaraj, Sir A.P 
Patro and others. Jinnah and his followers openly 
demanded the creation of yet another idependent 
sovereign state in the South. He interestingly 
porpounder for a third nation: 

In this subcontinent, you have two differ- 
ent societies, the Muslim society and the Hindu 
society and particularly in this land, there is an- 
other nation, that is Dravidastan. This land is 
really Dravidastan, and imagine its three percent 
of electioneering, three percent of them should 
secure a majority. Is this democracy or is this a 
farce? Therefore |] have the fullesit sympathy 
and give my fullest support to the non-Brahmins, 
and | say them: “the only was for you to come 
into your own is to live your own life, according 
to your culture, according to your language ete., 
etc, 7, 

Thus , Jinnah propounded three nations- 
Hindustan, Pakistan and Draidastan for Hiundus, 
Muslims and Dravidians, as if Hindus and 
Dravidians are different forgetting or ignoring 
Mahars and other Scheduled Castes who sup- 
ported him, In fact, he only arqued and worked 
for Muslims in his attempts with the British based 
on his two-nation theory. He never popularized 
the three-nation theory (as mentioned above) or 
four-nation theory {the fourth one for Scheduled 
castes)!, 
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EVE Meets Jinnah in 1941 (?) at Madras 
From the letter of Jinnah ® dated August 17, 
1944 it is evident that both met at Madras atleast 
twice and dicussed about Dravidastan and Paki- 
stan. In fact, it is clear that Jinnah had categori- 
cally told EVR and his coleaques that he would 
join them to support for Dravisdatan, but could 
not work for their cause, as he would only work 
for the cause of Muslims and mot for non-Mus- 
lims. Later, it came out openly in his letter. 
EVER Meets Jinnah in 1942 (7) at Delhi 
EVR met Jinnah at Delhi and discussed about 
Pakistan and Dravidastan. Jinnah must have told 
EVR that as he was representing Muslims, he could 
not work for the cause of non-Muslims. EVR must 
have explained his ideology as to how they were 
different from Hindus by being Dravidians and so 
on. He might have proved his stand by his 
speaches and writings. But, because of the pres- 
sure of ulema, Jinnah had to disassociate from 
the Dravidian politics. In fact, ulema did not ap- 
prove the working together of Jinnah and Gandhi 
or the leadership of Gandhi for Muslims, as he 
was a Kafir. 

Jinnah Towards EVR 

and Muslims very closely showing benevolent 
gestures, there was sudden somersault in Jinnah's 
response towards EVR. He wrote to Jinnah to 
take up the issue of Dravidastan along with Paki- 
stan on August 9, 1944 (see Appendix Il). But, 
Jinnah categorically replied on August 17, 1944 
that he ahways desired that the non-Brahmins of 
Madras to establish their Dravidastan, but as EVR's 
activities were indecisive, he could not speak for 
non-Muslims. Similarly, he did not positively re- 
acted for the telegrams sent by the Goan Asso- 
ciation and P.B.Mudaliar. 

- The Goan Association sought Jinnah's 
help against the merger of (soa with Maharastra. 
The honorary secretary of the Association, 
V.5.De Pompeia Viegas in his letter dated 

duly,30,1942 addressed to Jinnah as follows: 
. As a leader of (the) major minority in the 
country, my countrymen dolook for your valu- 


able support to safeguard the rights of every 
Indian and particularly the minorities. 
P.B.Mudaliar, Managing editor of the Sunday 
Observer, Madras also wrote? to him on October 
13, 1946 to support their cause i.e, to plead for 
the demand of nor-Brahmins along with that of 
Muslims. In his talks with Gandhi, “because that 
leadership of ( the Justice) Party is in very bad 
hands”. It is intriguing to note as to why he should 
accuse EVR doubting his leadership!. 

Jinnah's solitude to other non-Muslim was 
confirmed by his inclusion of Jogendra Nath 
Mandal, a leader of Scheduled Caste , in the 
Muslim League quota to the membership of the 
Viceroy's Executive Council, and he was profusely 
eulogized by non-Muslims. From these references, 
it is inferred that Jinnah might have thought of 
or urged EVR to consider for a Muslim-non-Brah- 
min alliance, with ultimate aim of creating a Muslim 
state with broad base. Or he might have suggested 
Ambedkar and EVR with their followers to con- 
vert to Islam, so that they could dominate Hin- 
dus. In fact, Ambexkar in his book on Pakistan 
analyzed the possibility of the conversion of all 
Muslims to Hinduism to solve the Muslim prob- 
lem! He spoke at the Bombay Presidency Mahar 
Conference in May 30 and 31, 1936, advocating 
the need to abandon Hinduism. Annadural used 
to assert that both Dravidians and Muslims be- 
long te the sarne race different from that of Hin- 
dus/ Aryans. As he was also present during the 
historical meeting of the three, his assertions are 
quoted appropriately"’. 

“Dravidastan is not an echo of Pakistan, 
but it has own origin. In fact, its morth Indian 
reflection is Pakistan. The demand for Pakistan 
was raised on March 22, 1940 at the Lahore Con- 
ference of Muslim League, but the demand for a 
Dravidanadu made during December 1938 when 
the Justice Party held its conference at Madras” 
“they are aryans-we Dravidians. The same re- 
search only proved that Muslims are Dravidians 
with Istamic path, Therefore, the Dravida-Islamic 
confederation has arisen”. 

“English and Aryans belong to the same 
race! Race joins with Dravidians and Muslims 
belong to the same race, thus, the same race 
joints with the same race!”.”Periyar has categort- 
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cally declared during Coimbatore Conference | 


that Dravidians may live (under the rule of Mus- 
lims) in Pakstan, but not with Aryans! Yes, it is 
fact! Periyar has told like that only, (because) he 
has brought out the fact that the same race joins 
with the same race!". 

Why Jinnah should accuse EVR is intrigu- 

ing, but mot without any reason. Though, they 
had been working for non-Congress power shar- 
ing, EVR made the demand of Dravidanadu in 
1938 and passed resolution in 1939 to that ef- 
fect. Jinnah also realized that he was not the 
sole representative of the South Indians or 
Dravidians, as each group working differently, 
particularly with the Congress. That his leader- 
ship itself was question was also known to him. 
Similarly, he understood the position of Ambedkar 
very well. Therefore, with the mounting pressure 
of Ulema, he decided to work only for the cause 
of Muslims, though as a shrewd politician mak- 
ing assurance to others. 
The observations of Ambedkar about the change 
of Jinnah is revealing to be mentioned here: 
“Never before was Mr. Jinnah a man for the 
masses. He distrusted them. To exclude them 
from political power he was always for a higher 
franchise. Mr. Jinnah was never known to be a 
devout, pious or professing Muslim. Besides kiss- 
ing the Holy Koran as and when he was swom 
as an M.L.A., he does not apear to have both- 
ered about its contents or its special tenants. It is 
doubtful if he frequented any mosque either our 
of curiosity or religious fervour. Mr. Jinnah was 
never found in the midst of Muslim mass 
congragaions, religious or political, Today, one 
finds a complete change in Mr. Jinnah. He has 
become a man of the masses. He is no longer 
above them. He is arnong them. Now they have 
raised him above themselves and call him their 
Qalde- Azam. He has not only become a beliver 
in Islarn, but is prepared to die for Islam. Teday, 
he knows'more of Islam than mere Kalama. To- 
day, he goes to the mosque to hear Khutba and 
takes delight in joining the Id congregational 
prayers. Today, they know him by his presence. 
No Muslim meeting in Bombay begins or ends 
with without Alla-ho-Akbar and long Live Qaide- 
Azam" 


As pointed out above, EVE first met Am! 

at Bombay on 06-04-40, 07-04-40 and 08-04- 
40. At that time, they discussed about the cre- 
ation of separate States for Muslims, Hindus, 
Depressed classes and Dravidians. Second time, 
he met him at Madras on 21-09-44, when 
Ambedkar came there officially as a membher of 
Viceroy Council. At that time, there were two 
groups in Justice Party and one was opposed to 
EVR. Third time, they met at Rangoon, Burma 
during the Third Internation! Buddist Conference 
on 05-12-44. At that time, Ambedkar revealed 
that he. had dacided to convert to Buddhism and 
urged EVR to convert. But, EVR replied that as 
long as he was in Hindus he could criticize it, but 
when he left, he could not. Therefore, he wanted 
to be in Hinduism te fight against the tyrannies 
Pakistan, Dravidastan and Buddhistan: Frome 
above, it is evident that the three have definitely 
discussed about the creation of Pakistan for Mus- 
lims, Dravidastan for Dravidians |e, , non-Brah- 
mins and Buddhistan for ur ables / Sched- 
uled castes. (Here, the word Buddhistan is used 
as it is used in Marathi literature on the subject 
matter) Unwittingly, the leaders themselves hoa 
proved that the three groups cannot live together. 
Ambedkar’s analysis of Islam and mind of Muslim 
is revealing 

1. A country is Dar-ui-Islam (abode of Islam) . 
when it is ruled by Muslims, Dar-ui- Harb (abode 
of war) when Muslims reside in it but are not nu- 
ers of it. India cannot be the carmon mother- 
land of the Hindus and Muslims (p.267). 

2. Hindus are Kafirs and therefore, they cannot 
rule Muslims. Muslims cannot have Hindu leaders 
e 296). 

3. dihad (holy war) is waged, till Dar-ul-Islam is 
achieved. It is every duty of Muslim ruler outside 
Dar-ulFHarb to help Muslims (pp.288-289). 

4, Islam divides inexorably as lit binds and it is a 
brotherhood of Muslims for Muslims only (p.325). 
5. There is fraternity but its benefit is confined to 
thase within that corporation and for those who 
are outside, there is nothing but contempt and 
enmity (jp.325). 

6, Islam can never allow a true Muslim to adopt 
India as his motherland and regard Hindu as his 
kith and kinfp.325). 
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Jinnah could not relish Ambedkar's views 
ever, In his book Pakistan or Partition of India, 
sublished in December 1940, Ambedkar brought 
out all his views-about Mulsims, their belligerent 
attitude etc., which were evidently disliked by 
Jinnah and other Muslims. Thus, when Ambedkar 
started criticising Pakistan, Jinnah might have 
sidelined or parted way with him. As Jinnah him- 
self was accused of hobnabbing with kafirs (non- 
Muslims, unbelievers, idolators etc.,). He might 
have decided to work only for the cause of 
momins (believers) instead of kafiri Dravidians or 
kafiri — untouchables. In fact, in Arabic, the words 
kafir kafirt etc are derived from kufr or Kufru 
means unclean, thus the kafirs are the unclean 
people with them momins could not have any 
relationship, unless their kufr is removed. Jinnah 
has never hidden the fact, as he has written it 
black and white many times to Gandhi. Infact, 
he has also categorically pointed out to EVR, 
though both discussed about Pakistan and 
Dravidasthan. 

As Ambedkar had been consistent with 
his social, political and economic theories, he 
might have decided to work within the Constitu- 
tional framework. Moreover , he was involved in 
the division of Maharastra leading to another con- 
troversy. Thus, he could become a Minister, in 
spite of his electoral defeat in 1952 elections 
The offshoot of DK or followers of EVE too had 
to absolve from the separatist ideology the mo- 
ment they won the elections ard started ruling 
Tamilnadu. 

The three different personalities from three 
different parts of India representing their respec- 
tive ideologies some common qualities and 
characters, which perhaps brought them together 
to forge a common alliance. They are identified 
and discussed as follows: 

Ambedkar with all his education tried to 
become a mass politician and tried to exploit the 
caste feelings maximum with his 
penne Through, he participated the Round Table 

ferences arquing against Gandhi and report- 
edly the English bestowed leadership on him {a 


statement made by Subhas ChandraBose), he 
could not overtake Gandhi politicically. As Per- 
haps, Poona Pact {reached on September 24, 
1932) sealed his political ambition. Jinnah's am- 
bition is open and he exploited Islamic comm- 
his goal. Though once he said, “It is my ambi- 
tion to become the Moslem Gokhale.“, he be- 
came Father o f Pakistan! As he desired, he par- 
titoned India and became president of Pakistan. 
EVR too tried to become mass leader in 


Taimlnadu, but could not succeed, because of his 


contradicitions. However, later he was called as 
“Gandhi of southern India”! E xcept Jinnah, both 
Ambedkar and EVR had to dilute their ideology 
and get along with the politics with accommeoda- 
tion, 
2. Projecting to be a Saviour of a Particular 
Ambedkar projected himself as lthe sav- 
iour of untouchables, Jinnah that of Muslims and 
EVR. that of non-Brahamins., 
Definitely, all the three were influenced 
by the Communist ideology. While EVR had gone 
to the extent of becoming a citizen of Russia, 


Jinnah used it for his “two nation theory” and 


Ambedkar for separate electorates. All three were 
believers of nations forming based on race, reli- 
gion, language, and so on- 
4, Congressmen 

Surprisingly, all started their political ca- 
reer with congress. Through they tried best to 
beat Gandhi with communal and casteist sticks, 
they could not overtake him. They used to dub 
Congress as “Brahmanical Party”, Hindu Party 
and $0 on. 
5. Pre 
lim) 


rity (later changed to pro-Mus- 





Expecting support from the Muslims, both 
EVR and Ambedkar tried to strike deal with them. 
Both supported the “Day of Deliverance”. How- 
ever, Ambedkar understood their commual game 
plan and wrote against them, though support for 
the creation of separate state for Muslims. EVR 
simply supported Muslim without making any 
analysis of their psyche like Amberkar. He cel- 
ebrates Muslim festivals condemning and blas- 
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pheming Hindu Seclety. He compared Brahmins 
with Jews to expliot the feelings of Muslims 
tactfully (The Mail, April 28, 1940). When, EVR 
expected much from Jinnah, latter bluntly refused 
to work for his interests, but he continued his 
pro-Muslim policy. 
6. Opposition to Congress and Gandhi 

Though, all the three were Congressmen, 
they had been bitter critique of Congress and 
Gandhi in their speeches, writings and action. 
Inside and outside Congress, they embarrassed 
Gandhi maximum. Ambedkar clashed with Gandhi 
over the issue of who represented the interest of 
untouchables in 1931 and he refused to accept 
Gandhi's claim to represent untouchables. The 
same thing happened, in the case of Jinnah, when 
ulema discussed as to whether Gandhi could be 
the leader of Muslims too, Later, when they left 
Congress, they started attacking Congress and 
Gandhi openly. For attacking Congress and 
Gandhi, initially, they started attacking the sym- 
bals of traditional Indian factors, later tumed into 
anti-Hindu tirade. 
7. Anti-Hindu Ideology and Writings 

Their writings exhibit totally anti-Hindu. 
Though, Jinnah was a Muslim, he had some re- 
striction, but Ambedkar and EVR were virulent in 
their writings against Hinduism. The small dif- 
ference between them is that the former excelled 
in writings and the latter in his speeches, which 
intumn were published as his works. Ambedkar 
burned Manu Smriti on December 25, 1927 with 
great funfare, the birthday of Jinnah EVR per- 
haps followed his methed later in Tamilnadu. 
When Ambedkar met EVR at Rangoon on 05- 
12-1954, during the Third world Buddhist Con- 
ference urged him to convert to Buddhism. But, 
EVR replied that if converted himself to Buddhism, 
then, he could not criticise Hindu religion! Jinnah 
died as a “Muslim”, Ambedkar as a “Buddhist” 
and EVR as an “atheist 

As Jinnah was a Shia and that too exhib- 
iting secular traits ulema dubbed him as a katfir, 
Mufti Kifayatullah considered him as a kafir though 
later included him in the Muslim quar. Perhaps, 
the opposition of ulema to him and AIUML made 


him more persistent to achieve Pakistan Hindu- 
ism. Even the leaders of Justice Party did care his 
atheism, as their sessions started with singing of 
Tevaram etc. Ambedkar had to face opposition, 
when he married a Brahmin lady second time 
when he was 56, just like, when EVR married 
Maniammai. Though, Ambedkar was an antl- 
Hindu ideologist, when his first wife Ramabai, 
died, he performed last rites with Hindu priest 
tonsuring his head! Thus, the critiques point out 
their contradicitions. 

9. Rajaji Monitored 

Curiously, Rajaji was monitored or even 
spied for his speeches and moves. EVR in his 
latter dated August 9, 1944 records that, “——— 
! have been watching carefully the proceedings 
of Mr Rajagepalacghariar's formula towards 
solving the dead-lock and your desire to receive 
Mr Gandhi at your residence in Bombay"—“It 
is too well known to be mentioned that he was a 
friend of Rajaji. Another interesting incidence 
recorded by the close relative of Mohammed Ismaili 
and former Rajya Sabha member —A.K.Ribayi-is, 
when syed Mudsa Hazrat, MLA (Delhi) was trav 
elling in a train from Trichi in 1940, Rajafi and 
T.5.5.Rajan got in Sri. Rangam Station. Syed 
Hazrat was overhearing the conversation of Rajaji 
and Rajan from upper berth, when they were dis- 
cussing about Muslims. Without revealing his iden- 
tity and pretending as sleeping, he listened to 
them. After reaching Madras, he straightaway 
went to Ismail's house from Egmore station and 
informed about the conversation to understand 
the minds. As Ismail used to meet Jinnah, he 
might have informed about it. It may be men- 
tioned that Rajaji later in 1944 put forward his 
scheme, popullarly known as Rajaii's formula with 
the approvel of Gandhi. The formula was dis- 
cussed with Gandhi in March 1943 but was not 
communicated to Jinnah. Ambedkar critised the 
formula. 

Was Pakistan a Success? 

Jinnah’s Pakistan has been unsuccessful 
only, as it is proved that Islam cannot keep the 
nation together. The creation of Bangladesh has 
posed a serious qustion to the separatists who 
argue based on religion. Pakistan declared several 
Muslim groups as kafir and even expelled them 
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destroying their mosques. Sind and Baluchistan 
have been demanding separate nationhoed from 
Pakistan. Recently, on September 17, 2000, 
leaders of Pakisthan met in London and demanded 
azadi. 

Even Akmbedkar did not accept the theory 
of Aryans and Dravidians, in fact, he debunked 
the Aryan invasion theory in his writings. He ar- 
gued only for Pakistan for Muslim and Hindutan 
for Hindus and not any other “stan”! There was 
opposition within the Justice Party for his sepa- 
ratist ideology and activities. Telugu, Kannada and 
Malayalee people did not accept his theory that 
they were Dravidians and different from other 
Indians or Hindus. He could not show more 
Dravidians in any state, as Muslims claimed. Even 
Ambedkar argued only for Pakistan for Mulsims 
and Hindustan for Hindus. Of course, Jinnah ar- 
gued for Dravidastan just to exploit EVR and later 
openly told him that he could work only for Mus- 
lims and not for non- Muslims! As mentioned 
elsewhere, his followers with the creation of 
PD.M.K. longed of political power through elec- 
tions instead of separate nation. 

As pointed out, Poona Pact sealed the fate 
of Buddistan or separate electorate for Depressed 
classess. As his own social, economic and politi- 
eal theories could not support him or realizing 
the condition, Ambedkar might have dropped the 
idea of separate nation. The map published by 
him for Pakistan and Hindustan had no place for 
Dravidastan or Buddhistan. Realizing the fact or 
influenced by the factor that religion could pave 
way for separate nation, he might have been con- 
verted to Buddhism later along with his followers 
to increase the number of Buddhists. But, EVR 
refused to convert, when Ambedkar putfoward 
this idea on 05-12-44 at Rangoon. Thus, he had 
to decide himself alone. Unfortunately, he died 
on the same years, when he converted, Of course, 
he too could not prove in any state where De- 

_pressed class people or Buddhists were majority 


in numbers. Thus, Buddhistan could not be 
achieved, 
Conclusion 

The meeting of three giants of distinct 
been definitely a crucial one. Collectively, what 
they have achieved through the meeting is debat- 
able, as each perhaps stuck to their respective 
stands. Jinnah was the first to broke away and 
achieved separate statehood for Muslims. 
Ambedkar continued with Government even af- 
ter independence. His further activities or the 
dramatic conversion to Buddhism could not fetch 
any homeland for his followers. His associates, 
because of politics and power games, abandoned 
EVR and he had to fight for separate homeland 
for Dravidians even alter independence and DMK. 
had already abandoned the separatism fearing Je- 
gal action. Thus, EVR had to confine his ideol- 
ogy in breaking Hindu idols, buming figures of 
tis not known as Jinnah repented for the cre- 
ation of Pakistan in his last days, Ambedkar re- 
gretted for his convension or EVR atoned for his 
exclusive anti-Hindu atheism. It is better that im- 
pressionable issues are not sensitized, eruptive 
problems. Disturbed and emotional factors con- 

Thus, Jinnah's Pakistan, Ambedkar’s 
conversin and EVR's exclusive anti-Hindu athe- 
ism must have warned and alerted the Hindu so- 
ciety, community and policy, as the targeted 
people have been definitely Hindus. Commounal- 
ization of politics, politicization caste and 
ideologization of religion for vested personal or 
community interests became a new phenomenon, 
but have not resulted in any humane to hurnan- 
ity. Seculalrizaion of social processes, modern- 
ization of political processes and wetermization 
of ecomocic processes were too suspected by such 
theoreticians as a threat to the communal, na- 
tion turned nationalities, sub-nationalist, ideolo- 
gies murtured only more separatist, fissiparous, 
communal, fanatic groups doing nothing good 
for any group or community. 
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